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MEAT  PRODUCTION  IN  SPjbCIFIiLD  COUNTRIES  IN  194B 

World  meat  production  in  1948^  excluding  the  Far  East  and  other  relatively 
unimportant  livestock  producing  countries  of  Africa  and  latin  America,  is 
estimated  at  63.8  billion  pounds  by  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 
This  is  a  decline-  of  1.7  billion  pounds,  or  2.6  percent  from  the  preceding 
year  and  places  the  1948  meat  output  at  2,9  billion  pounas  or  4  percent  below 
the  1934-38  average.    The  1948  down-turn  in  the  trend  is  largely  due  to  the 
reduced  feed  supplies  in  many  producing  countries  in  1947  and  to  the  holding 
out  of  livestock  for  expansion  purposes  in  1948, 


•  Although  meat  production  in  1948  dropped  somewhat  in  all  areas  except 
the  Union  of  South  Africa,  the  Middle  njaso  area  and  the  Soviet  Union,  1h  e 
production  on  all  Continents  other  than  Europe  and  in  the  Soviet  Union  was 
well  above  prewar  levels.    The  increases  which  did  occur  during  1948  in 
the  Union  of  South  Africa,  the  Middle  East  and  the  Soviet  Union  v/ere  moderate 
and  were  the  result  of  more  favorable  v/eather  conditions  and  the  improved 
feed  and  pasture  situation  in  those  areas  during  the  preceding  year. 
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Total  6/  : 

66,700  : 

65,500  : 

63,800  : 

-4  : 

-.'2 . 6 

1/    Carcass  meat  -  excludes  offal,  lard,  rabbit  and  poultry  meat,     2/  Includes 
United  States,  Canada")  Mexico  and  Cuba,    3/  ^'^^^t  strictly    comparable  v/ith 
prewar,  due  to  territorial  changes.     4/  J^stimates  included  in  the  total.  ^/ 
includes  Egypt,  '^urkey,  Iraq  and  Iran,     6/  Total  includes  41  countries,  which 
in  1938  produced  66,3  billion  pounds  of  meat  out  of  an  estimated  total  of 
70  billion  pounds  for  67  countries,  excluding  China. 
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Meat  production  in  the  United  States  dropped  nearly  1,8  billion  pounds 
in  1948.    'Alls  decline  reflects  the  high  slaughter  rate  in  the  post"v;ar 
years  and  the  tight  feed  situation  in  early  194^.    Cattle  numbers  declined 
progressively  from  January  1^  1945  to  January  1^  19 4S,  and  hog  numbers 
dropped  in  1946  and  1947.     In  Canada,  meat  production  also  declined  because 
grain  farming  was  more  profitable  and  required  less  labor  than  livestock 
farming,    Mexico,  on  the  other  hand,  increased  its  production  as  surplus 
cattle  nonnally  exported  to  the  United  States  were  slaughtered  locally  under 
the  meat  purchase  program  which  was  designed  to  provide  a  market  outlet  for 
canned  meat  and  to  aid  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  eradication  campaign. 

In  Europe,  the  reduced  feed  supplies  in  the  postwar  y^ars  and  the  1947 
drought  have  held  back  recovery  of  livestock  nu.-nbers  in  most  of  the  Vvestern 
European  countries.    I.eat  production  in  Belgium  and  the  United  Kingdom,  now- 
ever,  showed  some  slight  improvement  over  a  year  earlier.    Also  the  meat 
output  in  Poland,  Yugoslavia,  'Rumania,  Italy,  Bulgaria,  Spain  and  Portugal 
is  believed  to  have  shox'm  some  slight  increase  over  1947^  indicating  that  the 
1947  feed  situation  v/as  somewhat  more  favorable  in  Eastern  and  Southern 
Europe, 

V\lhile  the  Soviet  Union  perhaps  showed  the  largest  increase  in  lueat 
production  of  any  country  in  1948,  its  output,  like  that  of  many  of  the 
European  countries,  was  far  below  the  1934-3^  prev/ar  average.    The  1948 
production  in  the  Soviet  Union,  however,  reflects  the  more  favorable  pasture 
and  feed  situation  that  exist^^d  there  in  1947« 

Piost  of  the  principal  livestock  producing  coimtries  of  South  America 
indicatea  some  gain  in  production  over  a  yt.ar  earlier,  but  the  decrease  in 
Argentina  more  than  offset  these  increases.    Generally,  uncertainty  01  .. 
cattle  prices  and  market  outlets  for  pork  curtailed  the  194^  meat  production 
in  Argentina, 

Pleat  output  in  Australia  increased  because  of  better  grazing  conditions 
and  larger  numbers  of  livestock  generally,  but. this  gain  was  offset  slightly 
by  lower  meat  production  in  New  Zealand,  owing  to  the  drop  in  she^p  and  lamb 
slaughter.  In  the  Union  of  South  Africa,  meat  production  reflected  slightly 
higher  cattle  slaughter"  and  larger  hog  numbers. 

United  States  meat • production  of  21.6  billion  pounds  in  1948,  the 
seventh  largest  on  record,  declined  about  8  percent  from:1947o    This  places 
U.S.  output  14  percent  below  the  all-time  high  -  pro duct i^n  of  2$. 2  billion 
pounds  in  1944  and  33  percent  above  the  I934-38  pre>/ar  average.    All  types 
of  livestock  meats  declined  from  the  prec ^ding ■ year  and  mutton  and  lamb  were 
the  only  t^^pes  belox^^  the  prov;ar  average,    Beef^and  veal  made  up,  49  percent 
of  the  total  meat  production, . pork, . exclusive  of  lard,  about  47  percent, 
and  mutton  and  lamb  4  percent. 


The  smaller  meat  production  in  1948  is  attributed  to  the  small  corn 
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crop  harvested  in  1947,  which  caused  com  and  other  feed  grain  prices  to 
rise.    High  prices  for  feed  and  s  trong  deiuand.    for  meat  prompted  many 
producers  to  sell  and  reduce  their  inventories  of  cattle^  hogs  and  sheep. 
Cattle  ijnported  from  Canada  for  inr;ediate  slaughter  increased  U.S.  production 
to  some  degree.    Because  of  the  relatively  short  meat  supplies  in  relation 
to  demand,  the  prices  continued  to  rise  from  Lay  t o  August,  each  succeeding 
m.onth  bringing  a  new  high.    On  the  other  hand,  as  indications  of  favorable 
feed  prospects  became  apparent,  in  early  194B,  and  the  strong  demand  for  meat 
continued,  many  producers  began  to  hold  back  breeding  stock  which  also  con- 
tributed to  holding  down  last  year' s  meat  production, 

Canadian  moat  production  in  194S  dropped  100  million  pounds  from,  a 
year  earlier,  but  still  is  60C  million  pounds  or  43  percent  above  the 
1934-33  prewar  average.     The  rem.oval  of  export  controls  on  slaughter  and 
feeder  cattle,  as  well  as  sheep,  in  August  of  1948  v/as  instrumental  in  re- 
ducing domestic  m^oat  production.'    Fromi  August  16  to  th^  end  of  the  y^ar, 
Canada  exported  about  241,000  head  'of  feeder  and  slaughter  cattle  and  more 
than  31,000  head  of  sheep  to  the  United  States,     A  sizable  number  of  cattle 
were  destined  for  imx.ediate  sla.ughter.     If  those  animals  had  been  slaughtered 
in  Canada,  the  194^  production  would  have  been  larger  than  1947  ^nd  fairly 
close  to  the  previous  high. 

Relatively  short  mioat  supplies  in  the  United  States  during  1943,  in 
relation  to  dem^and,  and  the  continuing  nigh  prices  for  cattle  and  mieat  provided 
an  attractive  m^arket  outlet  for  surplus  Canadian  cattle  end  -shdep.    As  a 
result,  feeder  and  slaughter  cattle  exportations  were  of  record  proportions . 
Cattle  and  sheep  inventories  have  been  decreasing  for  four  successive  years. 
The  higher  domestic  der:.and  for  meat  and  the  drain  on  ca,.tle  reserves  through 
heavy  exports  may  again  make  livestock  enterprises  m.ore  profitable  and  enable 
the  industry  to  com.pete  more  successfully  with  grain  farming. 

Meat  production  in  Mexico  was  15  percent  above  last  y'-;ar  and  almost 
one-third  larger  than  the  1934-3S  average.    Prior  to  the  outbreak  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  and  the  closing  of  the  United  States  -  Mexican,  border,  nearly 
500,000  head  of  Mexican  cattle  v/ere  exported  arjiually  to  the  United  States, 
Banning  of  these  exports  resulted  in  cattle  "damiming  up"  in  Mexico,  parti- 
cularly in  the  northern  states  v/here  the  disease  was  non-existent.  Consequently, 
the  joint  United  States  ani  Mexican  effort  to  eradicate  foot-and-mouth  disease 
and  to  provide  outlets  for  surplus  meat  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  a 
number  of  mioat-canning  plants  and  the-  inauguration  of  a  canned  m^eat  purchase 
program.    This  program,  obviously,  stepped  up  meat  production  in  1947  ^nd 
particularly  in  194S  over  the  prev/ar  level, 

V\[hile  the  1943  meat  production  in  the  United  King;dom  shoi'/ed  a  slight 
increase  over  a  year  earlier,  the  total  meat  output  of  about  1.7  billion 
pounds  was  still  1  billion  pounds  below  the  I934-33  prev/ar  average.  Indigenous 
production,  therefore,  was  only  c„bout  62  percent  of  the  I934-38  level.  Beef 
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and  voal  output  reached  alrnost  SI  percent  of  its  prewar  level,  mutton  and 
lamb  nearly  61  percent  and  pork  about  33  percent.    During  the  y jar  all 
species  of  livestock  showed  a  considerable  increase  in  nuLibers,  with  nogs 
ma]cing  a  very  substantial  recovery.    United  Kingdom's  policy  to  expand 
herds  and  flocks  encourc^ged  holding,  back  of  breeding  animals  in  i.^k^y  v/hich 
held  down  the  increase  in  last  year' s  meat  production. 

Production  in  ii^ire ,  normally  an  exporter  of  meat  and  live  cattle^  drop..;ed 
off  about  13  percent  in  1946  from  a  year  earlier  and  is  still  around  11  per- 
cent below  the  1934-3^  p^verage.    The  largest  decline  occurred  in  pork  pro- 
duction due  mostly  to  scarcit^^  of  feeds.     Canned  meat  production  also  fell 
off  considerably  during  the  year_,  primarily  because  of  the  low  prices  offered 
by  the  British,    The- change  in  calf-slciughter  policy  pursued  in  1945-47 
apparently  aided  in  holding  down  particularly  veal  production  in  194S, 

As  a  result  of  unfavorable  growing  conditions  aiid  lack  of  feed  impoii:,s 
in  1947,  the  194B  meat  production  in  Denmark  dropped  off  by  about  2S  percent 
from  a  y^ar  earlier  and  is  still  over  40  percent  below  the  1934-3^  prewar 
level.     All  tj/pes  of  meat  declined  from  the  previous  year' s  level.  Beef 
and  veal  decreased  considerably  more  tnan  pork  during  the  yer.r.    Pork,  nowever, 
is  still  almost  48  percent  below  the  19,34-3S  average,  while  beef  and  veal  is 
slightly  more  than  30  percent  below,    ]iCA  assistance  and  fjvorable  ^rowing 
conditions  are  reflected  in  increased  hog  and  cattle  num.bers.     This  indicates 
that  holding  out  of  stock  for  expansion  purposes  also  iield  down  m^eat  d reduction 
in  1943. 

Meat  production  in  France  declined  by  a.bout  2  percent  in  194^  and  is 
now  nearly  17  percent  below  the  1934-38  level.    Beef  and  veal  dropped  off 
more  than  12  percent,  v/hile  pork,  and  mutton  and  lanib  increased  by  16  and  10 
percent,  rt;spectively,  over  a  yccar  earlier.    The  three  types  of  meat,  that 'is, 
beef  ana  veal,  pork,  and  mutton  and  lamb,  are  about  19,  14  sjid  34  percent 
respectively,  below  the  1934-33  av-^rage.      The  194B  decrease  in  meat  production, 
however,  reflects  the  drought -reduced  feed  supplies  of  1947.    Cattle,  parti- 
cularly, and  hogs  are  approaching  prewar  levels  and  a  certain  amoujnt  of 
holding  back  of  stock  in  1943  niay  have  accounted  for  som.e  of  the  decrease  in 
production. 

Meat  output  in  Bel,g;ium  was  aLmost  7  percent  larger  in  1943  than  a  year 
earlier,  but  still  remained  aLmost  24  percexat  below  the  1934-33  average. 
V^/liile  mutton  and  lairib  declined,  beef  and  veal  increased  and  pork  remained  at 
the  1947  level.    There  apparently  v/as  som.e  holding  back  of  cattle  and  parti- 
cularly hogs,  because  of  a  m.ore  favorable  feed  situation.    The  hold-back 
materially  a.ffected  pork  production  and  held  down  the  increase  in  m.eat  produc- 
tion in  1943, 

In  the  Netherlands,  meat  production  in  1943  dropi  ed  off  sharply,  declining 
about  21  percent  from  the  preceding  year.    The  1943  production  was  about  60 
percent  below  the  I934-38  level.    A  greatly  iirmroved  feed  situation  and  favorable 
pastures  in  1943  encouraged  farriers  to  hold  back  considerable  numbers  of  live- 
stock for  expansion  purposes.    All  types  of  meat  production  in  1943  were 
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obviousl3>^  affected  and  consequently  the  total  meat  production  remained  at  a 
very  low  level,  .  .     f  . 

In  Gemany,  the  bizonal  ^m^eat  production  .in  3-94^  decreased  almost  6  percent 
from  the  preceding  year  and  is -still  less  than  half  of  the  I934-36  average. 
Although  mutton  and  lamb  output  increased,  the  decrease  inosef  and  veal  and 
pork  more  than  offset  the  gain,.,,  illegal  disappearances  of  hogs  and  holding  of 
contract-fed  hogs  for  1949  i^lci^pi^ ting  held  down  meat' production  in  1943*  ■ 

Vjhile  an  acute  meat  shortage  apparently  existed  in  Poland  during  the 
latter  half  of  194S^  the  total  output  for  the  year  is  estimated  to  be  about 
20  percent^  above  the  1947Vleveli«'    The  1948  meat  output,  however,  is  still 
estimated  to  be  about  900  million  p^ounds  below  the  1934-33  average.    Fork  pro- 
duction, however,  has  shown  the  largest  recovery  and  is  nov/  three-fourths  of 
prewar,  beef  and  veal  is  less  than  one-half,  and  mutton  and  lamb  is  slightly 
more  than  one-third.    The  Government's  announcemiCnt  introducing  collective 
farming  may  have  held  the  .  1943'  production  down  because  of  the  general  resist- 
ance from  thy  agricultural  producers,  ■    ;    '  . 

The  meat  output  in  Italy  is  believed  to  have  increased  above  that  of- a 
year  earlier,  but  is  still  about  one-fifth  below  the  1934-33  level.-  '  Production 
of  meat  in  Greece,  on  the  other  hand,  dropped  around  1?  percent,  reflecting  the 
effects  of  guerilla  warfare,-     This  is  about  _ 20  percent  below  the  average  of. 
prewar  years. 

Meat  production  in  Hungary,"  Austria,  Bulgaria,  Hum.ania ,  and  Yugoslavia, 
apparently  increased  moderately  in  1943,  reflecting  a  favorable  feed  .situation 
in  1947.    Switzerland  and  C zecho Slovakia ,  becriuse  of  the  drought  and  shortage 
of  feed  in  1947,  had  a  decrease  in  their  1943  meat  output  frOm  a  jq8.t  earlier. 
All  of  these  countries    except  Yugoslavia,  however,  are  still  consicerably 
below  their  prewar  levels.  , 

The  Soviet  Union  is  believed  . tO:  have  had  the.  largest  increase  in  meat 
production  of  any  individual  country  in  1943.    Nevertheless,  the  production 
was-  considerably  below  their  1934-33  average.    Favorable  food  grain  crops 
and  pastures  in  1947  a-nd  1943  have  enabled  the  Soviet  Union  to  expand  their 
livestock  numbers  and  to  increase  meat  production  in  1943. 

The  Tuoat  output  in  Argentina  for  1943  is  estijiiated  at  slightly  ovor  5 
billion  pounds,  alm.ost  one-half  of  a  billion  pounds  belov/  a  year .  earlier, 
but  still  600  mdllion  pounds  above  the  1934-33  average.    Beef  and  veal,  and 
mutton  and  lamib  production  dropped  off  7  and  21  percent,  respoctivoly,  from 
the  preceding'  year,  while  pork  v:as  up  about  I4  percent.    All  types  of  meat  - 
continued  above  the  prewar  levels,-    Beef  and  veal  made  up  33.  percent  of  the  ' 
total  meat  production  in  that  country.    Pork,  exclusive  01  la.vd,  1^^as;  about. 
5  percent  and  mutton  and  lamb  around  12  percent  of  the  total  meat  production. 

Several  factors  operated  to  curtail  or  affect  the  1943  meat  production  in 
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Argentina.    Obviously breeding  plans  of  livestock  producers  were  very  much 
affected  by  the  uncertainty  of  prices  to        realized  from  the  iindes  Agreement, 
lack  of  adeque.te  market  outlets,  increased  freight  rates,  drought  in  certain 
areas,  production  costs  and  many  other  difficulties.    Live  cattle  exports  to 
neighboring-  countries  also  held  down  domestic  meat  production  last  year* 

Production  of  all  types  of  meat  in  Brazil  continued  to  increase  in  194^ 
and  was  v/ell  above  prewar  levels.    Relatively  favorable  growing  conditions 
and  heavier  slaughter  v/ere  reflected  in  slightly  larger  meat  production  in 
194s  than  a  year  earlier.    Although  beef  and  veal,  and  mutton  and  lairib  pro- 
duction v/ere  slightly  more  than  Ir.st.  year,  the  largest  gain  occurred  in  pork 
output.    The  trend  of  all  species  of  livestock  numbers  has  been  upward  and 
considerably  above  prewar. 

Uruguayan  meat  production  in  194^  shov/ed  a  small  increase  over  the 
preceding  year,  but  still  continues  to  be  the  only  principal  livestock  country 
in  South  America  v/hich  hr  s  not  reached  the  pr'..v;ar  level.    The  194S  output, 
however,  is  only  about  7^  percent  of  the  1934-3^  prewar  average.    I-iutton  and 
lamb  production,  normally  relatively  small,  was  about  one-third  of  p;revfar. 
Pork  production  is  double  that  of  prewar,  but  the  quantity  is  still  re.ther  in- 
significant with  regard  to  the  total  production.    Beef  and  veal  is  .'  bout  SO 
percent  of  prewar.    Meat  production  in  Uruguay/  also  includes  som.e  live  cattle 
imports  for  slaughter  from  neighboring  countries. 

Meat  production  in  Chile,  Colombia  and  Para.qjuay  showed  some  increase  over 
a  year  earlier  and  were  31^  39  and  40  percent,  respectively,  above  the  1934-3^ 
average.    Strong  domestic  demand  and  higher  prices  received  by  producers  have 
encouraged  larger  production.    Reduction  in  the  number    of  live  cattle  im.ports 
to  Chile  and  Paraguay  has  encouraged  a  larger  domiestic  production,  Paraguay 
produces  primarily  beef  and  veal,  v/hile  Chile's  production  is  made  up  of 
beef  and  veal^  and  mutton  and  lamb,  about  two-thirds  being  beef  ana  veal. 

Meat  output  in  the  Union  of  South  Africa  continued  its  upward  trend  in 
194s  £^nd  was  3  percent  above  a  year  earlier.    The  194S  production,  hov/ever, 
WoS  more  than  one-third  larger  than  prewar.    Beef  and  veal,  and  pork  in- 
creased over  the  preceding  yv^ar,  while  m^utton  and  lamb  fell  off  slightly. 
Beef  and  veal  production  is  the  largest,  v;ith  i-utton  and  lam.b  second,  and 
pork  m.e.king  up  the  smiallest  item  of  the  total  output, 

Australian  meat  production  in  1948  showed  slight  increase  over  1947, 
but  is  still  about  3  percent  below  pr-jv/ar.    Beef  and  veal  output  was  10  per- 
cent larger  than  a.  year  earlier  and  almost  5  percent  above  the  1934~38  average. 
Pork,  on  the  other  hand,  dropped  off  almost  4  percent  from  1947,  hut  continues 
to  be  about  2.5  percent  larger  than  prewar.    Mutton  and  lamb,  however,  fell  off 
14,5       percent  from  the  preceding  year  and  is  now  approximately  18  percent 
below  the  1934-38  level. 

More  favorable  growing  conditions  and  high  prices  for  wool  in  Australia 
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h-Y9  encouraged  producers  to  hold  b?^ck  lainbs  for  v70ol  grov.dng  and  rebuilding 
of  flocks.    These  factors^  obviously,  have  been  important  in  holding  down 
niutton  and  la;nb  production  during  the  year.    Pork  production  also  continued 
to  be  held  down  by  the  high  cost  of  grain  feeds  and  shortage  of  fencing  and 
building  materials.    Holding  back  of  both  hogs  and  cattle  for  expo.nsivjn  of 
herds  further  curtailed  the  1948  meat  production. 

In  Nev7  Zealand,  meat  production  in  1948  declir:ed  about  one  }:ercerit  from 
a  year  earlier,  but  wes  still  about  16  percent  above  the  1934-3S  level.  Beef 
and  veal  incrsased  by  1  percent  and  is  about  15  percent  cbove  the  prevrar  level. 
Pork  during  the  year  also  increased  by  2.5  percent,  but  is  now  only  about 
three-fourths  of  the  prev;ar  average.    Although,  mutton  and  lai-fc  fell  off  by 
2.5  percent,  production  is  still  approximately  24  percent  above  the  1934-3^ 
av-^rage. 


This  is  one  of  a  series  of  regularly  scheduled  reports  on  world  agricultural 
production,  approved  by  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations 
Conidttee  on  rcreign  Crops  and  Livestock  Statistics.    For  this  report  the 
-omjrdttee  was  composed  of  C.  L.  Purves,  Acting  Chairriian,  xiiliner  a,  Reese, 
Hazel  B.  Kefauver,  Karon  J,  Frieomann,  and  C,  S,  Stephanides. 
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